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nature of the experiment requires one to be satisfied with
one step at a time. The distant scene is not for him to see.
Therefore my answers can only be speculative.

In truth, as I have said before, now we are not having
unadulterated non-violence even in our struggle to win
independence.

As to the first question, I fear that the chances of non-
violence being accepted as a principle of State policy are
very slight, so far as I can see at present. If India does not
accept non-violence as her policy after winning indepen-
dence, the second question becomes superfluous.

But I may state my own individual view of the potency
of non-violence. I believe that a State can be adminis-
tered on a non-violent basis, if the vast majority of the people
are non-violent. So far as I know, India is the only country
which has a possibility of being such a State. I am con-
ducting my experiment in that faith. Supposing, there-
fore, that India attained independence through pure non-
violence, India could retain it too by the same means. A
non-violent man or society does not anticipate or provide
for attacks from without. On the contrary, such a person
or society firmly believes that nobody is going to disturb
them. If the worst happens, there are two ways open to
non-violence. To yield possession, but non-co-operate with
the aggressor. Thus supposing that a modem edition of
Nero descended upon India, the representatives of the
State, will let him in, but tell him that he will get no assis-
tance from the people. They will prefer death to submission.
The second way would be non-violent resistance by the
people who have been trained in the non-violent way. They
would offer themselves unarmed as fodder for the aggres-
sor's cannons. The underlying belief in either case is that
even a Nero is not devoid of a heart. The unexpected specta-
cle of endless rows upon rows of men and women simply
dying rather than surrender to the will of an aggressor
must ultimately melt hM and his soldiery. Practically
speaking there will be probably no greater loss in men
than if forcible resistance was offered; there will be no
expenditure in armaments and fortifications. The non-
violent training received by the people will add inconceivably